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why is there no World War II Memorial 
in Washington, D.C. where I can bring 
my grandchildren so they can under-
stand the causes to which my life was 
dedicated? 

So his desire was that our grand-
children, his grandchildren, America’s 
grandchildren understand. It was rath-
er coincidental, and some would say di-
vine providence, that on the day that 
the plaza opened to the general public 
a few weeks ago, the very first group 
through that site was from Jones Jun-
ior High School from the county of 
Lucas, his home county; and that was 
not planned. 

In fact, when Tim Russert was down 
there from NBC News, the children 
were all excited that they could see 
such a famous reporter. It was totally 
unplanned. I know Roger Durbin’s hand 
was in that because he intended to be 
there for that dedication, and he al-
ways was dedicated to the future gen-
erations. 

Thousands of veterans and their fam-
ilies are making their way already to 
Washington, D.C. to attend this cere-
mony here on our Nation’s Mall. The 
logistical challenge is daunting. And of 
the hundreds of thousands of people on 
the National Mall, over half of them 
will be World War II veterans and their 
spouses, and almost all of them will be 
over 80 years of age. 

We are planning a variety of events 
here in our congressional offices for 
that weekend. And we are very grateful 
that the Speaker has permitted the 
Capitol and its grounds to be open. 
Along with most Members’ offices, our 
office in Washington will be open to 
our constituents. 
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We are also working with the office 
of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
STRICKLAND) to host Ohio’s veterans at 
the American Legion Post 8 here on 
Capitol Hill, both on Saturday evening 
and Sunday morning. We are expecting 
several busloads of veterans just from 
northwest Ohio, and those are the ones 
that we actually know about. We know 
some of them, well, they are just going 
to drive with their grandkids in camp-
ers and show up, and we are ready for 
them. 

This concurrent resolution is essen-
tially a formality. But it is the pre-
cursor to Congress rolling out the red 
carpet for the greatest generation 
America has ever known—our World 
War II veterans and their families, and 
other members of the World War II 
generation who served on the home 
front, their friends and family mem-
bers, and other Americans who will be 
in town for the Memorial Day weekend. 
It is going to be a very heart-rending 
weekend. We are looking forward to it 
with great anticipation. 

If my colleagues have been down to 
the site already, they cannot come 
away with a dry eye. As veterans and 
their families, some in wheelchairs, 
some walking with canes, some just 
there to reflect, come and touch the 

marble stone where perhaps where they 
fought is engraved. I watched one man 
go up, just touch the words Okinawa 
and he just stood there. I met a Purple 
Heart standing there on the plaza , and 
he thanked me. I said, sir, I was not 
even born. This is for you, thank you, 
because America does remember. 

I again want to deeply thank the of-
fice of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Speaker HASTERT); the minority lead-
er’s office, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI); and both sides of 
the aisle of the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure for their 
help with this concurrent resolution; 
and I urge its adoption. 

God bless our veterans and God bless 
America. I thank the gentlewoman for 
the time. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, House Con-
current Resolution 423 authorizes the use of 
the Capitol Grounds for activities associated 
with the dedication of the World War II Memo-
rial on the National Mall. I’m proud to support 
this resolution and to support the dedication of 
the memorial to honor the achievements and 
sacrifices of our ‘‘Greatest Generation.’’ 

In 1993, P.L. 103–32 authorized the con-
struction of a memorial on Federal land in the 
District of Columbia to honor members of the 
armed services who served in World War II 
and to commemorate United States participa-
tion in that conflict. Further, the public law au-
thorized the American Battle Monuments 
Commission to solicit and accept private con-
tributions for the memorial. The formal dedica-
tion event for the memorial is scheduled for 
Saturday, May 29, 2004. 

The Capitol Grounds will provide additional 
space for this event, and the Architect of the 
Capitol is authorized to set up on the Grounds 
sound devices, related structures, and equip-
ment as may be required to bring the event to 
a larger audience. Consistent with all events 
on Capitol Ground, the Capitol Police will en-
force the ban on sales, advertisements, dis-
plays, and solicitations. 

The dedication will be open to the public 
and free of charge and is expected to draw 
many hundreds of thousands of visitors and 
participants to the Capitol. Use of the Capitol 
Grounds will enable our veterans and the gen-
eral public to participate more fully in the day’s 
activities and enjoy this much-deserved dedi-
cation. 

I support the resolution and urge its adop-
tion. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I have no further 
requests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Ne-
vada (Mr. PORTER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution, H. Con. Res. 423. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 
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GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on H. Con. Res. 420 and H. Con. Res. 423. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nevada? 

There was no objection. 
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EXPANSION OF DESIGNATED RE-
NEWAL COMMUNITY AREA 
BASED ON 2000 CENSUS DATA 

Mr. HOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 4193) to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow for the 
expansion of areas designated as re-
newal communities based on 2000 cen-
sus data and to treat certain census 
tracts with low populations as low-in-
come communities for purposes of the 
new markets tax credit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 4193 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXPANSION OF DESIGNATED RE-

NEWAL COMMUNITY AREA BASED 
ON 2000 CENSUS DATA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1400E of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to des-
ignation of renewal communities) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(g) EXPANSION OF DESIGNATED AREA 
BASED ON 2000 CENSUS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—At the request of all gov-
ernments which nominated an area as a re-
newal community, the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development may expand the 
area of such community to include any cen-
sus tract if— 

‘‘(A)(i) at the time such community was 
nominated, such community would have met 
the requirements of this section using 1990 
census data even if such tract had been in-
cluded in such community, and 

‘‘(ii) such tract has a poverty rate using 
2000 census data which exceeds the poverty 
rate for such tract using 1990 census data, or 

‘‘(B)(i) such community would be described 
in subparagraph (A)(i) but for the failure to 
meet one or more of the requirements of 
paragraphs (2)(C)(i), (3)(C), and (3)(D) of sub-
section (c) using 1990 census data, 

‘‘(ii) such community, including such 
tract, has a population of not more than 
200,000 using either 1990 census data or 2000 
census data, 

‘‘(iii) such tract meets the requirement of 
subsection (c)(3)(C) using 2000 census data, 
and 

‘‘(iv) such tract meets the requirement of 
subparagraph (A)(ii). 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN CENSUS TRACTS 
WITH LOW POPULATION IN 1990.—In the case of 
any census tract which did not have a pov-
erty rate determined by the Bureau of the 
Census using 1990 census data, paragraph 
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